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REMARKS 

Claims 1-19 are pending in the Application. No c a n s 1 a- e :\ ei ?i 1 e 
canceled or added, leaving claims 1-19 for consideration. 

1. 8§M 1 LSlMSl* 12-14 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. 

Claims 12-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, §1 12. second paragraph as being 

applicant regards as Use invention. In particular the Exan < t - > 
"complementary" are considered Indefinite because the recited term is not denned in 
the specification. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 
Applicants respectfully maintain that the recitation " x t . 
c * - c : ' A j in a previous Office Action. Case law holds that 

the content of the particular Application disclosure, (2) the teachings of the prior art, and 

v on tnat would be given by one possess! x i st eve! of 

skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made." See, e.g., In re MarosL 
710 F.2d 799, 218 U.S.P.Q. 289 (Fed. Cir. 1983); Rosemount, Inc. v. Beckman 
Instruments, Inc., 727 F.2d 1540, 221 U.S.P.Q, 1 (Fed. Cir. 1984); W.L Gore a 
Assoos., Inc., v. Garlock, Inc.. 721 F.2d 1540, 220 U.S.P.Q. 303 (Fed. Cir. 1933). 

(1 ) The content of the particular Application diSv * \\ " s 

! \ iu \ cucu ; ^ r v 'ropie mixtures containing carbamate and/or aliophanate groups. 
' v - \ ^ relates ?o processes for p;en- f g ex heel cur \ < 

, ng maiena s, adhesives and 
* 3 001 J, 0021-0032, and claims in the present Application 

as filed.) 

(2) The teachings of the prior art: It is well known in the prior art that 
eompi* \ en used t nc tunc one! groups fers > oupsth tz e 
reactive with said functional groups For example, U.S. Patent No 7.098,257 refers to 

c nn n terms of neth)acryiate polym > c e 

•> v . v ^ N N N N e s - c f s 
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(3) The claim interpretation that would be given by one possessing the ordinary 
level of skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was mack ^ i it ; unt 
the a Dove, and referring to examples of complementary groups in the specification, for 
v n - , *m \ on ■ o-.' P"\1 n she an at die T~m tl e ' \-~° s m - n- r .5vi- N 

* - m - ,ov ^ % ^ <m < , 1 , v ^ " 

oph 0052 of me spe 
\k > \ N vnta y groups according to the disclosure.. 

2. Rejection of claims 1~t9 under 35 U.S.C. §1.Q2|e) as bmm anticipated by or, 
In the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) <*i - * O S 

7,056,5 22, hereafter "Voris" or '"5.22". 

^ a fo J S.C, §1 02(e) 

Applicants respectfully assert that the present An 
N s fo« at least two reasons: 

(1 } Voris is not analogous art. For the purposes of evaluating [obviousness of] 
claimed subject matter, the particular references relied upon ~ius* v<. vt uk analogous 
art 5 '. In re Clay, 966 F.2d 656, 659, 23 U.S.P.Q.2d 1058, 1080-61 (Fed. Cir. 1892). 
The present Ap >l itlon relates to the use of novel heat-curable thlxotroplc mixtures 
^\ ns , i mate groups as coating ? - Klhesives anc 

sealing compounds. \n particular, it relates to the use o* \ivc 

v . v una and/or allophanate groups as ciearcoaf 
matenal, especially for producing clearcoats as part of multlcoat color and/or effect 
coating systems (present Application as filed, paragraph 0001 ). Voris, on the other 
hand ., relates to sustained release pest control products and their Applications (Voris, 
ates to a method for applying end delivering pesticides. 
^ . N . structures, surfaces of structures, and materials important 
to commerce and industry, and more particularly to polyurethane polymer systems 
containing pesscelefs) and or pellets containing bioactive active chemicals having 
extremely long useful lives (Vons, column 1, lines 19-25). Since the present Application 
does not relate io applying and delivering pesticides, bid to adbesoes and coating 
saw a > Apg no; \- respectfully assert thai Voris Is not analogous art. 
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(2) If Voris were analogous art, which Applicants dispute, then Applicants 
respectfully assert that the present Application is patentable overVoris under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(e) because Vons fails to disclose each and every element of Independent claim 
To anticipate a claim under 35 U S.C. § 102, a single source must contain all of the 
elements of the claim, Lewmar Marine inc. v. Barient Inc., 827 F,2d 744, 747, 3 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1766, 1768 (Fed, Cir. 1987). 

< x a ard segments of a polymer chain are crystalline or 
crossiinked. They resist permeation by water and oxygen (Voris, column 8, lines 56- 
57), Vorls then adds that there are six types of 
broken under stress and re-formed. The six types of crosslinking are: 

1 . Use of a with functionality greater than 2. 

2. Use of low molecular weight polyols with * « . c than 2 

3. Use of polyols with functionality greater than 2 

- \ N - * ate formation. 

5. Reaction of ureas with isocyanate groups to form biuret groups. 

6. Virtual crosslinking via Hydrogen Bonding. 
(Vorls, column 10. lines 5-67). 

As can be seen above, Voris is only teaching that there are sb j ossible types oi 
no )u! of the six possibilities, one possibility can be allophanate 
N ( n * . - v ^ ^ lit) -an be attributed to the reaction of ureas, Vorls does 
\ enf claim 1 of present Application, that a mixture 
aining a >ha groups comprises both (A) at least one olsoomc o >ol.ymet 
^ ^ ^c one ailophanate grou < N c it n 

least one uiiophanase group, and (8) at least one thixotrop c ago it c np 
a urea derivative prepared by reacting at least one amine and/or water with at least one 
pelylsocyanate (emphasis added.) 

•V* S v. x V s * * -,-0 ! 

cons i is 2-1 9 which depend from claim 1 : are patentable over Vorls under 

35 U.S.C. § 102. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are respectfully 
requested. 
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^ , des 35 U S.C. ^ 103(a) 
-acb i» ectuiy assert that the present Application is patentable over 
Voris under , U.S.C. § H)3(a) for at least two reasons: 

(1 ) Voris is not analogous art. As discussed above, Vons & * , r; a 

as - h" a <-^<e App - 

oo tine 

- i > ogous art, which. Applicants depute, then Applicants 
respectfully assert that the present Application is patentable over Voris under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) because Voris fails to teach or suggest even, o t 
For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Examiner must et > bi ien >f 

v ! " N (t •> -* the invention are disclosed the 
art relied upon, coupled with knowledge generally available in the art at the time of the 
invention, must contain some suggestion or incentive that would have motivated the 
skilled artisan to modify a reference or combined references; and that the proposed 
modification of the prior art must have had a reasonable expectation of success, 
determined from the vantage point of the skilled artisan at the time the invention was 
make. In re fine, 5 U.S.P.Q,2d 1596, 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988); Amgen v, Chugai 
Pharmaceuticals Co., 927 U,S .P.Q.2d, 1016, 1023 (Fed. Cir. 1996). 

As discussed above, Voris only lists possible ways o* c«v&* < s 
polymer. There would be no motivation for someone skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to specifically combine 2 methods of ete-s* - \ \ oi s to 

arrive at disclosed :;xv~mendent claim 1, especially s s >t relate to 

coatings and edhesives. The Examiner refers to the composition disclosed by voris 
and thai disclosed by Applicants as "substantially identical *ppl < a its esp« 
reiterate that Voris does not disclose a composft on ^ N N ) 

and/or polymer thai contains at least one allophanate group or contains one carbamate 

< N ^ - onate group, and (B) at least one fhlxotropic agent 
comprising a urea or a urea derivative prepared re a 

po y socyanafe and in no way disc c 
composition. Vens discloses a composition comprising a transport polyurethane 
polymer, and k « ore snsing a pesticide Incorporated into a pellet polymer. Voris 



Jeckel ?, 



eta s to the allop * ? sethod of 

ssiink N - a hard segment, an<i 

s ~ ibin -v,, ->a$t om oligomer and/or r. >!ym > N i-sn - msi one i 
agent compris g 
c . " , x v. wtropic mixture as presently disclosed.- 

-° - , ^ v e^pectfully assert iha >> 
consequently daims 2-19 which depend from dasr 1, a<\ s< , - k. 
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CONCLUSION 



v\ v v. v r***it that tht > ^ 

^ * " s . N v s ^tgoifiq remarks. * V , N « 

leleph u:on I be heipi 
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